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wheniia truththey: were novChurch at call: therefore whe- 
baabesthe wonder which he: thakes Jews! Infants which 
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“everit was before) te aAMCcrcy to: man, sbtt 
afi obligation to the. yokc:efibendage, and rendied! 
uaprofitable to fuch as fhould ats)’ aod 
ftom that accordingite: the Law, 


Query 26. Whether it be credible, that hewho came notte 
jews, but ro bring down the Partition-wally 
twe ene Church, would haveaChureh of fo different 


and maki b 
f form irutiony thatthe Chiveb at Serafalen 
and the Church at Rote fhonld none 
“the Jews be. Members, not Gentiles As 


were broken off by wobelicf, fhould shey not be griffed in 
init believing: ews Infants be OF éther— 


t herit be. not agra to fas 


whiy Have You'nor sewed ‘us ‘where Chitit 
red Parctits thicie Baptized ? fe 
denier the make obe Infanti 
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lio? ‘And if the Church at Jeru{alei, Rome, ce, had 
thercin,:inthe ferice wherein you. would have 
herherif the Jews grafting ity, aniwer to 
well as or will! you‘ fay Infants: cannot partake. 
heir Parents of falvation without Baptifm ? or whether was 
of the Jews expofed to damnation by their Pareats Unbe- 
* lick? And if fo, what is become of all their Infants ever fince? 
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Aird 3.) And whether that 
which. net to vanith awayimwhen that whickig 
enn of Infants, ‘which wexeinthe bd? How.deth 
fox 5? And do not the Adult blemifh, the Church visth mere carnal 
whereof they were never poffeffed, to wit, the ufeofOrdisan-_ 
ythe Ghurch:?.: infants he faid 
tuakhonvfe'; tooffer fpititual Goipelfeale Or how 
 are-your Infants amore thes ou Andwhe- 
| Alfo.whers hath God requiredithe Adultse confent. 
for their’ Infant Church m in in this ne 
of Chrit Dean feein | have as 
 needof the priviled humane’ Laws, fer the preferyation of 


perfect thate,! 
this b: not the ftare-of the Church undes'the Golpel, according te. 
“more perieét iscome, 
Relation detrat frou. ns Spirithalsty. 2- De: notthe adult come in 
fins shen Infants do? Would any Kingdom be mare excellint,if 
- tob¢ afpiritual feed? -How are-chey living ftones;, builtup 
by) Ghrifts, Otder 
net derract fromthe 06 new frame | j 
whether: the ‘vomparifon b:tween an earth'y Kingdom and the 
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pelervarion of ‘And:wherher this finititade may not. 
you, Neling Infants, though. Ménsers of Kings | 


yet aec excuied duties .perfonal' whatfoever, 


| ttre? reputed oof the: Kingdom ‘of Gods 
yetoxempe from the duties of his Kingdom. y 
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faith, {inthe Arcicles thew nece ffary to 
Repentance und Obeilience?:  And-wherein the 
differ from vhe old, fave ful 
which who fodenied Afa woild pat-te death 
pie Akt? Amddidstbey woe: shereby ya. 
God for their God? Or would Godelfe have taken thens 
would Ged have cut. them oft: 


if when up they ceafe to Be Members that ac- 
the Jews, Infants twice’ madé Members of :their 
Onisevery resiewing in the cafe. of 
the But where didthe 
ever: admit Member'to: her communion by: Baptifm 
wheredid tie ever deere! ‘thatithofe 
‘hier: new framie#hould: be pr ‘to death?:And: 
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cow ifentin to God P 


for themfelves and them 2 Whether not the duty of the Uraclites 

boengage and devote their children to Ged in Co pefant? Whether — 

bing ws to ive to 

own due? and. arenot. Infants God’sown due ?, Does not the 

Lawef Nature bied Parents sogive them up to God by ledging | 


their children by confenting to any.Covenant for them.(or intheir 
bead, as the Jews were in matters of Religion; andwhat penalty 
Bath God impofed on them that devote not theit Infants by-{prink- 
> them as youdo? And whether we do omit the duty of devot 
 ¢:ting our ghildrento God inany'thing whereinthe. Law of God 
obligeth: us, (<bacing us what be abated)? 
:denies Infants to. be capsble of Iafant-relation, ebligation or. 
oppofes their being devoned to-God in their capacity ? 
whether this be not a meer noife of words, as,if al thatdonotas:— - 
youdo, do ey af ide their, care,,and: duties towards Infants?) And. 
_. Where is th jon of yeur publick way ? Have we not a more: 
gertain inftiquted way.co devote themrto Godby: Prayer, and to 


do not vertually ) devore their chile 
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Aviabaptifts, in faying; they vehemencly plead again 
their children to God’, yea huts, they do it aftually'as fae 
“as Word requires? And can your: ‘believe, “that there is'ne 
way to deVore children to God butin your way ‘How thew-did 
Enoch, Seth, devote their children And 
it would do well alfoif you could fhewus how they conferited to 
Covenant for their Infants, more then wedo? or prove if you 
“can, that you your {elves do cosifent to the Covenant of Grace fos 
Infants, more then we whom you call Anabaptifts? 
‘Does not Lulebine Pamphilins count Chriftianiry 
An@ doth-not’ Tertalliaa fay, Enoch flimum non’ Cir« 
Cumeifum nec Sibbatizamem, Oc. Enochanupright.man was trah-— 
“fated by God, thoughrtie were not circumecifed, neither -yer. 
“obferve the ererwitas Teste 
who'did Eternity might théw-us, thariwe pleafe 
Godt ‘Without the burthen of Law. And Law (fave 
the’ La VOF did ever require Infants be | 
_ fo Prattical the Church of God 


Yorla before Christs Incarnation; 
cept the jews, guslt of not their to Gid? 


Ana that fayibere is mo Law in this cafe, fay there is 


ay oF God allt’: PY orld fince Chrifts Incarnation from the guile 
ately in not dea Pheir childven'ro' brist, 
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33. to bring Tafants to which 
Godre fthem? or. whether it be.any.lofstothem — 
resi" And teeing make your 
us'what benefieor priviledge you had whe 
imorethen the ¥ pus Amiwhet 
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fent by rhe believing Parenti, anddoch net Covenant with God, as 

‘4 ‘Child covenanteth ana confentetB re epatatively among men, whe 


ual contr 
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- that obligeth Chriftians to will’ the baptizing of their Infants, 
gadthat, will wacrap baptizing: ot one: Berton of 
will? And fot. areputative Bapritm ferveas 
lass Covenant, dith the Covenint ip greater then, 
Bape 2 Andw hetherthis be anadviled {peech, tharthe Pa-. 
went bath the whole difpefal of his Child 
Aad. who mult judge, what is good fer 
not Gods Worddot is. 
have-omitted, innetdring ng eur to the 
| nt to rect {ciences tatters Of this nature 
what if fome of the. fal led, to: confer fer their 
children, were they therefore not in’ Covenant > fureit, was 
the Law, not the Parents confent, that regu 
Neither do we finde, that the J/raelepes were beund to repent 
Believe in the Perfon' of the ‘child, apd accordingly co make 
p youpretend to baptize your Infants;.. when 


in religions 
thew, us what 
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to accept of any benefit. t heir) thi 

Infant being fai Sutis, but at Wiis Barene s-difpofe va. 

duty 

their own ood And 

Sufeto de [uch thing;* the’ bis 

chila? And dorhst not defervetobecalled the Error, 
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be the Infatit’ of the: Pedobaptilts’ meet: with; a- 
| he Papiftss or your cither, which wereccived nor, 

for this caufe of riot doing to-eur infants, as 

pare plealed go do? And whether it’ were not a 

Patents to'bYbaptized ‘in the childs ftead, ‘as to prpfels ith 


and for hime whether ‘reafonablefor' a 
to-oblige his Infant io be'of his 
0 fuffey for the fame? And what uires this, 
le diay” of ‘be’ ta the 


tionally, a4 it doth, P. 
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the grace of Covenant fhoulddepend upon ofhers ob- 
this toexpofe 


Pagans? or to concludeours only are | 


cifed Man-child, was a cutting off from on > howthen were 
~ Ab the Infants: faved which were'born to the 
~-yearstogether, fiich of-them; ‘I-mean, ‘as dietdur 
not Thfants' well be'made igh 
thing their part, as'they were'm 
gtipthing done on'their part? ‘Will not the a 


them i in she World om on pa nor give A title to ay P 
themtfelves or-ethers ? Would st not be tagon~ 


found the Decree of Ged with his Covenant?’ And what Rightor- 


37. slay be that God 
require the-conditions ofthe Covenant of ‘grace onithem, which 
*heknows:can obferve none at all; or whetRer.it be his .will, 


fervation' of the Conditions for them? And whether. this be 
not to put the falvation of Infants out of ‘his @wohand, and inte 
the hand of fuch as commoaly neglect their own’ Andis not 
e poor Infantstoruine, whofe Parents generallyare 
fo far from keeping, thatthey are ftrangers Cohditions of 


‘And whereiare we taught’ to doubt 
ate 


not’ feeure to ‘hope the faleation of 
fants onthe Ground of Chrifts dying’for them, and sifing again 
for their Juftfication, then upon: any’Practica} in Religion? ‘And 
where did Ged ever fince the beginning of the World, give any 
Ordinance to be neceffary to the falvation of any Infant in the | 
World? Can béfieve that the cutting off of the uncircum- 


‘Infants better pleadin theday of Jd 


| 
- | 
+ 
“> 
> 
: 
f 
| 
2 
| 
4 
| 
| 
i. 


. 


2 
os 


Query 48. al are are faved by the meri- 

ae “‘porions righteon{ne/s of Chrift, by way of free Gift ; yet whether 
the condition be not afuteable acceptance? And why may notaPa- 
rent (tee Donation for bis Child, who hath no wil to accept it 
fork wfelf? Shall he ba certainly (hut ont unto damnation: Or — 
have thats ift abfolutely which isconditional.to.all others? 
Or not concerned inthe Donation at all? And have not 
fants guslt_and mifery from their Barents And shough Life and 
Pardon be by Chriff only,: yer isit not congruens; that the meer 
dition of acceptance may be Performed byt Parents. 


Weiter’ of Cheift i is -notas 
awilabl tefave Infants without. any. mans.acceptance 
i, themé Or whether hath God ty’d the falvation of. 
perfon to the: acceptance of another? And whether thefe be dat 
nrcafonable\and unfcriptural cenceits?: And whetlier it-be not 
r want of better for, Infant-Baptifm, that youthus. 
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it be tage for. shite ta: 
pan, carly engagement to Jefus, 2?) Wherher.tede- 
ethene betemts te God,  deth,not tend to fecureGedrnxight and 
good, andteprevent rheir fin.and m sferys, theybesng thus 
adonble-Obligatian, which they maybe minded of betimes, 


~ 


Ge 
¥e 


And which may hold them more firengly to their duty, and.difadvan- 


vee 
4 
4 
. 
4 
4 
4 
“a 
- 
s&s 
* 
; b 
= 
: 
a4 
FS 
ba, 
. 
1%, 
, 
i} | 
4 


a 


- 


39, Wiio isagain& as.carly anengagement of cbil- 
 «drento God ascan lawfully be made? and. do not 
engage their children.to God.as-ioen as they.ca,by Prayerand: 
-Supplication whiles Infants ;andithenby-thebeft educationthey 
are able when docible ? But wether any.thing, be.done to 
in your judgement (when yetall.is done thatcanbe donz). 
sunlefs it be rantized in your way? And whether it be notib.itrer 
-toleave the event of their accepting Baptifm.to the -wiledil- 
.pofe.of: God, then to do it per force in-Infancy, without Precept 
-fromGod ? whethier the Jnfant-Baptifm befuch ameans/ 
| to propagate Religion.as you {uppofe, maybefeens when you 
-_eonfider how inthe darknefs.of Popery, Pedobaptifmwasmore 
common then now, but Chriftianity much leis?’ Andname One 
if yeu can, that was bettered in Chriftian vertue by Pedobap- 
tifm ? we think we can. name one,;and that yeur felf, which is 
-- worfe for it, for had you not that to refton, yeu would pro- 
 vbablydefire toputon Chriftin baptifm? whetherit b: not the 
ufieteft-time to -be buried, with Chrift in baptilm, when we are 
himfrom therudimentsofthe world, or-whetheritbe 
 «eafonable tobury finnersebercin.tillthey be deadtofia?.and 
whetlter it-can profit-any. perfon to be.baptized,.. unlefs he. baye 
the anfwer ofa.good confcience, by the Relurrection of. Chrift: 
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DE. 
IS: 
e: | | 
- eryeqo.. Whether it can be proved,. that ever there was one 
na r Church (particular ) oh Earth fince Adam, til abort 100 
. that the Anabaptifis rofe, wherein Infants de fatto: 
were not Members of the Church 


Member bel g of che Werld. ill Mora: 
time? and whether aff, Chrift, or any by 
order, did reeeive Infantsinto the C rch de fatto. | 
- And>whether the Baptiftdo not better prove the Antiquity “ 
faith end praétice in baptifm thenany Acdodaptift. inthe 
»-arid your-confcience telt-you,that the baptifmef 
‘Men and Women; upon profeffienot faithand repentance, is) be- 
yond the reach of-eontradigtion? while himielf-con- 
 feffes Infant-baptifia to be fe difficult, that many of its Affertors, 
both Proteftantsand Papifts, are forced to confels it ‘cannot 
proved by th Seriptures? “Seebis Curep.r, ‘And>fecing you 
‘and ‘we arégencrally agreed, that our waybeth'ferfubjectand 
‘manner of dilpute, clear in the Scriptures and: “you con-— 
felts bythe Pon of Mr. Baxter, ‘that yoursis very difficult, is 
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| 3 in the wor! d have not: hitherto been unableto 
ftance-before, Abrabane, or fince the Law: wasdbropate 


manner.of Adminiftration thereof, as it was 
todo the like in.refpe& of the Lords Supper? whether youd. 


reafonable, modeft and law fl undertaking, to go about 


_ mow sn the end of the World to make God anew framed Church, as 
te. the ageaf. the Subjects? Andis and fafe, to 
«dive in a Church of that frame, as dl theSaints of Ficaver 


rf 


were Members of) the Church de fatto; bebrowghtto pat 
take of Ordinances Pragtical in the'Chusch}. fave’orlly from AD 
byaham.to the end ofthe Law? And Pedobaprifts 


ew any 

as.one fuch: Ordinancévinthe Charchot 
(ed, according to.what the Scriptures afford cate?” And 
Yes “cher it be not.as modeft in us to labour reftore: Baptifm'to 


its pureute inthe Church, . botlr in re ay: f the fubjecand 
the 


etending the ’Authorit Of the:univerfal Church, thd 
figment,. ich: the. Pap ifts.’ deceived themfelved 


Univeral, ana that whole Houfholds are oft 


would have kept them offy andbis-offers of taking in all Jewifia 


wabelief; — 


4 3. Whether confidering Chris own Tif ait Me 
and bss Rind reception of Infants, and his: 


and con nfequently the Seed of. brokgh 


Relsevers clildren holy, and that Chrifh 
his Minifters, as much | themlicth te 
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the Law only, whether. he-was* not about 30 years’ 

when he in our ‘Profeffion, Heb, 3.3. The Apoftte 
High Prieft of onr Profe/fion\ Christ Jifia. See Luke. 3. And: 
ghen-whether his example Be againft yeu? 

“Alfe whether Chrifts only prayin or Infants, and not 

hough brought ro shim, neiihier‘ordering any otherto— 

shat we reade do.not.fhewius that Infants may be une 
der the ble/ingsof withourbapyfm ? And wherher you 


tobe Gone? Arc you wifenthen he? 

Addo: yeberhes-is lies within the power oftany ‘Miniter 
ciple andinfant 5: ns one Infantwith you, or any 
paptiftiever matiesa difgiple?. op :be pleated’ to’ come and make 
difciplesié you. canyand promife you I will you: 
what I caninthe baptizing them ? and, not only'fo, but “de 
befk;to employ you elfewhere, ‘I-peak it ferionlly, w 

riot do-more to decide ihe Controver fie, all 
Rooks t ‘Written by any.ofyou? and-if you'cannot ¢ 
this, hawt will Adarp>..28. 95. -warrant:: you to" baptize: 
plain that difeipling goes and how dita - 
ciples are'to be made: we: think it: of fefis, 
3: Howthbink you Do-you indeed believe, that any perfon 
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theve beother Qualifications ficeefary, 
Whether tauphit be not. one ‘of chief of them? 
da. you lay we take, Infants away: from Chtifts Church: 


Brabyter 
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did not.pertain.tethe Jems Gals born under? 


may not tremble to pretume todo more then he or 


being of the Nation, entitles thera tei boptifm ? whythenwho: 
nat fubjeét, feeing all Infants meniooarte of one Na- 
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evote ther children tobe “andenter them actor ding to there 


pacity in bie Covenant Wherber alfa he doth not accept into 
pis Covenant all that are faithfully thus devotedito him, and be not 
their God; that fuch children are bply Wherber 
they are not as certainly Members, atirdingto ay Infunt-capacity, 
of thevifible Charch, as they are of all King dows 
Whether there be not far-more teope of their falvation, thea of — 
 thofe without? §.Whether the Covenant doth not mak? their 
| vation certain, if they fo die ? 6, Whether the Javeftiture and 
Solemnization of their Govenant with Cari ft fhould not be made in 


Aatiqu. 44! Tnfamnt, 1. Whether we donot a8 mucho ott 
 Fnfants. Cin capacity) Chrift did to the Infints which 
Were and ‘will mor: rhat ; we 
gofrom him to follow you? ‘And-astothe bufinefs of the Co. 
 -vetiant, let us hear what Mr: Baxter faith, Afore Reaf, 
Mankind is brenght by a Covenant of Gracey 
whichis nor ‘vain or-repealed by God, but as their abule of the erate 
Of Phe’ Covenant them out; for as 2 Covenant of entire 
nant of grace was made with all mankind in Lap fed Adam, Gen. 
3.14. inthe Promifed Seed; and renewed again with al 
_ . . kindinNoah,&c. And now we ask whether our Infants ac- 
‘eording'to ‘this accotint of the Covenant of Grice it 
without fithithey abufed thegraceof 
| “venant? ‘arid'whettier baprilia be not far qore “proper; when aft 
have cotrapred themfelves by fins come to ham 
ation, and fo to enter into this Covenant nponthe termesof the 
Whether your Expofition of the univerfalChurch,upen AZar.. 
@f the Baptdts? ‘and ifnot, then yon tic — 
aniverfal Church, or-elfe you have’ nop the’ Expufitien offth: 
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the Anabaptifts holdCemmnnion with? | And. dothey not une 
almeft.all the Churches on Earth? (1 We not. that 
they rob. Chari of more thennine bis K in 
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Antiqn. 4 Whether upo rs from Pope; 
you were not upbraided communion with anincon-_ 
hiderable part of the univerfal Church ? why do yuu take up 
she Papitts weapons? ..Did not; that. pious, man that fuccoured 
afius in the time of the Aryian perlecutionanfwer ihe Ob 
tation well, whemhelaid, The cax/eof truth ss.not wherefore em 
paired, becau fed am alone. --+Glory not: therefore in.multi | 
Farstasnerthe multitudebue the that juftifieth or condemmtke — 
4 - oe whether we may notalfoconclude, that many are of the 
gniverfal Church, which.do not, communieate with us‘or 
felves? and. yet whether the from. many Pedobape 


Query. can poffibly the 

Earth spill unitewponsherr terms, of rejecting atl, their 

mthe vifihle Church, ana renouncing all nr, 

Whether this in toifay, What. will hele. 

| And may, we-noti hope this great 

of yours may vanith, well)as that great miftake ef § 

the generality-of men profelfing Chiiftianity, whe 
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‘dreds\of years together, and by as plaufible reafons as 
say you have for baptizing them ? ‘Could Ged reform fo great 

_ “and general anerrour, forced on by Learningand Authority of #8 £§ 

eminent men; Andfhallwe think this thing only toohard for - 

§ eurf{mallnumber fiallnot make us doubt, for weknow ff 
 $Goddoth great things by {mall means. And what Baptifmal grace 
*“do-we defire you to renonace, ‘when we only, deGire youtomend - 

-anerrour,Did the twelvedifciples, 4s 19. renounce any baptif- q 

mat grace, when (accordiag Interpretation of the Ancients) 

they were baptized again ? Sxrely Ref 


‘Query 47. And whether if they continuete the Worlds end-to, fe 
parate from Almoft all the Churches and unchurch 
ployment wil not be the great Enemy of LoveandCone 
card, againft the Lord of Love and Peace, and againft the Prof, 
of Faith and Godline{s, ‘and againft the welfare of the Chureb and | 
 Sembsy and.sathe {candal and harduing of theungedlys 


| 


Antiaa.47. Whether the feparation is not juttt tha tgeable 

upon thofe which caufe divifions and offences, by ‘iicrine sal 
maintaining fuch crrours, asbeingadmitted, thewayof Godmuft. 
Be corrupted, or laid afide ?'and whether thefe are not the mea,th:t q 
(at leaf unawares) ferve.the defign ofthe, great:enemy, and-whe- 


ther you.are nog guilty of the fault wherewith you .wowld charge 
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many wellemeans ng gb ut week Clrifisats 

difaffetted te lawful and 

Sod, mecrly becanfesbey fee fuch as. arenngodly nfe und own tht? 
Aah whether Goa fhowld but and.other Relert; 


48. Woaether too 
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‘Whether many, but weak Chriftians, hold 
to the errou: of ‘Infant-{prinkling, but meerly becaufe J.B.and Mr. 
Baxter, cc. dofo. And this benot as much weaknefs of 
the one fand, as the cafe pit by youon the o:her? and whether 
both ought not tobe amended ? And whether the latter part of this. 


Query do not fhew, that to follow the greateft number is not al- 


Ways the beft way? And why thea would you difcourage us by 
our Pancity? And whether {uch Confiderations might not have 
 difcouraged the Apoftles,feeing they were toalter the ftate of Res 


49. Whether Baxter in the and third part of 
that kis foeond defence of our Infants Rights, have not fufficiently 
the great and notoriens untruths sn Fatt and Hiftory, whereo 
Mr, HD. of to be it 


49. Whethe Mr. D. tid Me Timber not 
tiencly Mr, Baxter: miftakes in many of bis Works ar 


infant-baptifin. and particularly in Mr, Toasbes his Felo 


Alfo whether Mr. exceptions apainft Mr. D. are not. 


well foiled by Mr. D, in ‘his twofold Defence ef his Treatife ef 


Baptifim; And whether Mr. Baxter did ever yet, or ever will 
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without Queftions, Exclamations, Flirts, fat. \ 
bis Scriptures, and form his Arguments fi | 


then 1 doubt nas but learned mad.accurate Difpurdnts aid feebisfolly, 


: » =”. 

Potleript fecai 
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Query 50. Whether the Anabaptifts fohifm, or fepar ation from. 
Comunnion with our Churches be nor worfe yet then their Opi~ 
rion Andwhether st benot defirable, and paffible,. that jome may be: 
found ont, and termslaid sn which geod and fober wen en both: 
fides would agree and bold Comunnien 2: Miko: 


Whether the Papifts may nor on fairer Grounds. 
Query thus with the Proteftanct, then you can’ do withi.us, efpe-- 
; cially when the Caufe you manage againftus is fe doubtful in the - 
| =. judgement of its beft friends, as we faewed in jour Preface ; and 
| here we fhall further add what Mr. 7. notes in his firft Reply, . 
p.126. Mr. Chilingworth (faithhe) in his Anfwer to Knet’s Cha- 
maintain d, part. 1.€.3.. §.44+ faith, The doctrine of 
: Infant-baptifmis of that fort, ef which the Scripture is filent. And’ 
4 the Oxford-Divines, in their Reafons of the prefent Judgementot 
the Univerfity, &c. June 1, 1674, Do. p.9. fay, That 
without theConfent, Fudgment andPrattice of the univer fal Church, . 
i (which they diftinguith from the Scriptures) they fhould beat alofs 
‘| whenthey are called upon for proof of the baptizing Infants, Now 
~ thisconfidered with what. Dr. Taylor faith, Diffaafive from Pod 
perysp.118. That itis certain, there isneuniverfal or prime Tra-. 
|. dition for baptizing infants, then whether you may net more fe- 
eurely forbear baptizing Infants, till endowed with knowe- 
and faith, then to doit withour. And inthemeantimere- 
«tain your opinion about their being in the Covenant of Grace,and 


Chrifts Minifters or your. felyes pray for them. after the 
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sway-for a fafting” Peace “he apis 


atid more confonaat te the then ‘way pres 
And feeing it fhall come to make'fome Over? 
tures for peace, would prefeeute that needful Work. 
And whether it may not see be done by perfonal Conferencein =f 
a friendly and C hriftian ‘manner, *then by writing Booksone to 
‘nether, And whether the Baptifts have not offered this, and bin 

by youinfuchtheir tenders of ‘friendfhip ? 
thele Queries: and Ami queries have an tendency to 

othe increafe of. Love and Chirftian Friendfhip, ‘net, whe; 
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Apri is tontrary to the el 

Eeciving lately in Writing a.P repofition from a of 

the which fens him certain. Argue 


id; Propofiion 5: thal 
Con eration, Propofition: is 


wiand ofc Chit wy it is Cin Bron, 
_Ergo, Intant-baptifmis contrary to the Comtnand of Chri, 


~ for the Perpetuity of Baptifm, Mat, 28. of Bapt: 
Infant. baptifm agreeable to the om for 


-bapcitin is contrary co the dof. C 
The Major $s true, Chrift commanded nothing contrary | te 
sown Commi ffion. The. Adstioy PSST 1th man Can few any: 
is Contrary te the. Commaud of of clint: |... 
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where fin . is 
wathed away But infant. bapitifth i is not ba ptif m of repent? 
is ontrary to. the omma 


aptifes of repent for’ Rémi AGS 

The Adi nor true, have al the Remi 

Infancy, without repentance, el fe bave Re 
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Secondly, becaufe the Greunds ufually inffted on for infant-R 

ptifm, will as well juftifie the baptizine Perfonsafleep 
mean, fuch only as have known aad believed in the LordJefass. 
the Scripture may feem (according te Interpreters, tohint 
fomefuch thing to have beendone inthe Cliriftian Church, and 


Ttiat practice which renders the practice of _ 
Ghrift and his true From the difhonotir - 
baptizedin Rivers, or much water) fuper- 

fluous of ridieulous, and which agreeth: nor. 

with the word baptize, when ufed in the New Teftament tocxprefs- 
‘is cogtrary tothe Command of. 

_ Butthe fprinkling of Infants mow oufed by the Presbyterians; 
renders the practice of Chriftand his true followers, (who were 
a _ baptized in Rivers or much water) fuperfluops or ridiculous, and: 
|]. agreeth not with the fignification of the word Beprize, when ufed: 
toexprefs, Caccording to the New. Teftament) the Act done in. 


 Ergi, lnfant-baptifimis contrary-to the command of 
Major is evident, becaufe Christ.wonld commana nothing ta 


difhonour upon bis own praftice, 
The Minor és true, -becaufe if [prinkling alittle water onthe face> 
only be ful ficient, then immerfion or dipping inthe River needs 
be fuper neither canthe word Baptizeand Ramize, with 
equityof {peechor good fence, be ufed toezpre/s the fame attion, 
Fhus,. though we juftly refule infant-baptifm, becaufe no man : 
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to fhew hew contrary 
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“4 he notapprove it) but nofuch intimation teyching anylofant, 


prove it commanded by Chrift, yet that wemay mere 
ally perfwade our Countreymen; toadmit ofthe refteration ofthis- |, 
Ordinance to priftincintegriry, we have offefed thefe Arguments: 
Chrifts Command is that darling Traditi- 
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